The Collegian
Volume 2020 2020-2021

Article 21

4-27-2021

April 27, 2021
Saint Mary's College of California

Follow this and additional works at: https://digitalcommons.stmarys-ca.edu/collegian
Part of the Higher Education Commons

Recommended Citation
Saint Mary's College of California (2021) "April 27, 2021," The Collegian: Vol. 2020 , Article 21.
Available at: https://digitalcommons.stmarys-ca.edu/collegian/vol2020/iss1/21

This Issue is brought to you for free and open access by Saint Mary's Digital Commons. It has been accepted for
inclusion in The Collegian by an authorized editor of Saint Mary's Digital Commons. For more information, please
contact digitalcommons@stmarys-ca.edu.

The Collegian - April 27, 2021
NEWS
PAST EVENT: SAINT MARY’S PFIZER VACCINE CLINIC ON APRIL
20
4/27/2021
This past Tuesday, Saint Mary’s Students participated in a Pfizer COVID-19 vaccine
clinic put on by SMC Health and Wellness Center.
By Evan Rodrigues
News Reporter
On April 7th, the Saint Mary’s College Health and Wellness Center sent out a
schoolwide email encouraging students to get COVID-19 Vaccinations. Stating
in part, “As you may be aware, Contra Costa County opened up vaccine
eligibility to anyone over the age of 16 on March 30. We strongly recommend
that you get your COVID vaccine.” reads the email from the Health Center.
The message continues, “At this time we are not able to offer COVID vaccines
at the H&WC, but will update you if that changes.” At this point, the Health
and Wellness Center shared resources aimed at helping students make
appointments at other vaccination sites.
The Health and Wellness Center, as promised, sent an update on April 16th.
Stating in part, “We have some exciting news!” reported the H&WC, “The
Health and Wellness Center will be providing a COVID Vaccine Clinic on
Tuesday, April 20. We will be giving the Pfizer vaccine free of charge.” For
students living on campus and in surrounding areas, this was great news.
The ease of access and familiar location is appealing to busy students.

These weren’t the only attractive aspects of the event. “We will have a raffle,
photo booth and much more fun planned!” Said the H&WC. The Health
Center wanted to emphasize the celebratory aspect of the clinic, describing it
as “a celebration of an important and hopeful milestone in the pandemic.”
On the day of the clinic, students were asked to complete the LiveSafe Health
Screening, wear masks, and practice social distancing. Upon arriving at the
Filippi Academic Hall check-in area, students were greeted with smiling faces.
They were given vaccination cards with their next appointment date and
handed packets with information on the Pfizer vaccine. After checking in,
there was just a short wait in line before getting the Vaccine dose. The
Process was very fast, with the longest part being the 15 minute wait time
that comes after getting the shot. While waiting, students were given raffle
tickets and told they could turn them in after their wait time was up. Aside
from the check-in area, all of the vaccination stations were under tents
outside in the corridor between Augustine Hall and the Filippi academic Hall.
There were popsicles, stickers, a photobooth and conversation from a
distance, making the experience lighthearted in spite of the larger situation.
The day ended with an email being sent out announcing “We have extended
the COVID Vaccine Clinic to 4pm TODAY and have 5 vaccines left!” The
next clinic day is on May 11th for those that need their second dose of the
Pfizer vaccine.

JUNIOR JAM: GET PREPARED CLASS OF 2022
4/27/2021
On Thursday, April 22, multiple campus resource directors held a zoom session to
go over the next steps for juniors transitioning to become seniors, and important
events to keep on the calendar.
By Ally Sullivan
News Reporter
Listen up current Juniors, it is almost time to step into your last year at SMC
and it’s time to start preparing. Thanks to the wonderful Judy Selland,
multiple resources are available, and I’ve got it all wrapped up for you. Here
is what you need to know:
Aeleah Soine, Director of Advising, works with both students and faculty on
both planning and scheduling to keep students on track. To graduate,
students must have completed 36 institute credits, as well as met all of SMC’s
general requirements. However, going into your final year, you should not
need more than 9 credits, and if this is the case, reach out to your advisor
immediately to go over summer transfer course information. Soine reiterates
that the most common issue among seniors is not having met the 36 credit
requirements, making it so they may not be able to graduate.
Paula Conrad, from the Career Center, offers an array of excellent resources
to focus on life after graduation from one-on-one appointments with career
strategists to workshops for perfecting your cover letter, resume, and
interview skills. Senior Career chats are mandatory through the Career
Center, and more information will be coming your way regarding how to
sign-up for one next spring. More information on these events and how to

register or sign up can be found through the Handshake portal. Conrad
shares that the Career Center will also be available in Fall 2021 for in-person
sessions in Filippi Academic Hall 190.
Mark Tapiarene, Director of Student Accounts, maintains students financial
accounts while fielding questions regarding billing and transactions.
Tapiarene offered up a list of important dates I have included below:
End of May - Insurance waiver period
June 1- Optional fall payment plan opens
July 5 - Fall 2021 ebills launched
August 15 - Payment due for Fall 2021
August 15 - Insurance waiver deadline
December 6 - Spring 2022 ebills launched
January 15 - Payments due for Spring 2022

The best piece of advice for a current junior or any student is to check your
email frequently for date changes or new information. Also, keep your head
up for a bill notice of a $115 degree fee. After filing for graduation, it is
important to make sure you pay this before the actual ceremony to ensure
there are no setbacks on receiving your diploma.
All the information above comes from the Junior Jam session and can be
found on the SMC Student Success page, included below. On behalf of the
Class of 2022, I would like to thank all the individuals that took time out of
their busy schedules to help get us prepared for the upcoming year and our
fantastic futures.
Author’s Note:
For more information please follow the link below:
https://www.stmarys-ca.edu/student-success

COVID-19 VACCINATION RATE GROWING: IS A THIRD VACCINE
ON THE WAY?
4/27/2021
By Annika Henthorn
News Reporter
COVID-19 has drastically flipped our way of life upside down. Concerts with
thousands of people and going to grocery stores without a mask have
seemed like a crazy thing of the past. Society has quickly adapted to the new
norm, hoping to prevent the spread of COVID-19 and return to normal. This
has become increasingly more possible through the distribution of the
vaccine.
As of April 15, ages 16 and older are now eligible to receive the vaccine. The
growing accessibility of the vaccine has allowed for life to gradually return to
what we once thought was normal. Gyms, restaurants, movie theaters, and
other places have begun to open their doors to customers. According to Los
Angeles Times, approximately 43% of Californians have at least one dose of
the vaccine, and over 25,982,377 doses have been administered. Experts
have revealed that in order for the pandemic to be deemed “under control,”
at least 85% of Americans will need to be vaccinated. Although this seems
like a difficult feat, as more people become eligible to receive the vaccine,
this goal becomes significantly more probable.
Pfizer CEO, Albert Bourla, has revealed that the Pfizer vaccine will likely need
a booster dose within 12 months of getting fully vaccinated, according to
CNBC. Variants will play a huge role in how often these are required. Johnson
and Johnson CEO, John Gorsky told CNBC that people might need to get

vaccinated annually like a flu shot. It is unclear as to how long immunity can
be sustained. Therefore, in order to “suppress the pool of people that can be
susceptible to the virus,” according to Bourla, it could be essential to get
vaccinated annually.
The Pfizer vaccine has been proven to be 91% effective in protecting against
COVID-19. This data has been verified through 12,000 vaccinated
participants, according to CNBC. Researchers have confirmed that more time
and information is needed to prove whether the vaccine remains effective
and immunity can be sustained after six months. David Kessler, the Biden
administration’s Covid response chief science officer, has also affirmed that
people should expect a booster dose in the future to preserve one’s
immunity. Not only has Pfizer begun research on a third dose, but CEO of
Moderna, Stephane Bancel told CNBC on Wednesday that they are hoping to
release a booster dose by the fall.
Moderna, Pfizer, and Johnson & Johsnson are working tirelessly to develop
vaccines that will propel society back into normalcy. The light at the end of
this atrocious tunnel seems to shine a little brighter as each day passes.
However, only time can tell, as data and long-term research is limited.

OPINION
TWO STUDENTS DEBATE: EXPANDING THE SUPREME COURT
4/27/2021
Opinion Columnists Riley Mulcahy and Emmanuel Simon debate whether our
country should be expanding the Supreme Court. Mulcahy argues for expanding
the Court, Simon argues against it.
Pro -Why We Must Pack the Courts
Democrats should use their power to take bold, progressive action
By: Riley Mulcahy
Opinion Columnist
Democrats won in 2020. Sometimes it is hard to believe that Republicans are
the minority party, but they are. The realization of this fact will make it easier
for Democrats to create an
environment in Washington that people would like to be a part of, and
packing the Supreme Court is one action to take that makes sense. The
concept may seem problematic to most people, that the court will be overpoliticized, too liberal, and that it will take away from the sanctity of the
court. However, Republicans have been throwing away tradition amongst the
courts for decades, and Democrats must beat them at their own game if they
have a chance in passing meaningful legislation.
The term “packing the courts” is defined as any manipulation of the Supreme
Court’s makeup. There have been reports that Democrats are looking to pass
legislation that would add four more Justices to the court, and it is safe to say
that they will have at least slight liberal leanings because the Democrats are
in control of both the Senate and the House. In an era where there have

been so many reckonings, social injustices, racial tensions, COVID-19, etc., it
is time to reimagine institutions that Republicans are threatening.
Republicans have taken every opportunity to pack the courts. In 2016, when
President Obama nominated Merrick Garland for the Supreme Court,
Republicans lost their minds. They refused even to hold a hearing and waited
for the election to be over to see if Trump would win and let him decide the
fate of the Supreme Court. When Justice Ruth Bader Ginsberg died last year,
Republicans shifted their tone and rushed a Supreme Court nomination of
Justice Amy Coney Barrett, fearing that the White House might have been up
for grabs.
When Obama left office, hundreds of courts lacked judges, which meant
Republicans could fill the lower courts with conservatives, leading to state
abortion bans and anti-LGBTQI+ legislation holding up in the courts. The
notion that a single party can set the tone for the next 50 years is mindboggling; however, adding more members to the Supreme Court is more
inclusive. Nine people should not have the power to be the will of the
American people; there should be more diversity of beliefs and backgrounds
in America’s highest court, which would lend itself to America’s variety as a
whole.
Biden will probably not support a radical change to the court’s makeup;
however, this is the time for progressives to take him to the task. Amidst a
global pandemic, Biden is doing a fantastic job trying to return America to
some type of normalcy; however, this is the time for bold and powerful
change. Republicans do not have the power to control the house or the
senate. Democrats must choose wisely how they will proceed because if
they lose control of the House and the Senate, packing the courts, along with
so many other bills, including those that help America become more
inclusive, will go out of the window.

Even though there is a lot of opposition, Democrats must bring the issue to
the table. There has been too much inaction in a time in which action is most
needed, and the majority of Americans support progressive efforts.
Republicans are much better at framing issues and using fear tactics to
create paranoia, using words such as “biased” or “socialism.” In reality,
packing the courts will create a more just society, one that embodies not only
the will of rich white people but appreciates all Americans, recognizing all
cultures, religions, creeds, and races.
Author’s Note
For more information on Court-Packing, please visit:
https://washingtonmonthly.com/2021/04/20/should-biden-pack-the-supremecourt/
https://www.nytimes.com/2020/09/19/us/politics/what-is-court-packing.html
https://www.reuters.com/world/us/democrats-unveil-bill-expand-us-supremecourt-by-four-justices-2021-04-15

Con - Court Packing: A Recipe for Division
By: Emmanuel Simon
Opinion Columnist
Packing the Supreme Court is detrimental to the unity of all Americans,
regardless of race, gender, or even political stance. Current “court packing”
advocates are fundamentally at odds with an America that seeks healing and
unity. This will be evident by the fact that many Americans, both Democrat
and Republican, share my view.
The members of the Supreme Court exist as non-partisan members who
wish to preserve and protect our Constitution. The Supreme Court’s website
states, “As the final arbiter of the law, the Court is charged with ensuring the
American people the promise of equal justice under law and, thereby, also

functions as guardian and interpreter of the Constitution.” Advocates of court
packing deny that the Supreme Court acts as a non-partisan. According to
their view, members of the Supreme Court are biased, and therefore, we
need to add more members of the Supreme Court in order to do away with
the Court’s bias. But not only are these accusations against the court
unfactual, these accusations are also self-refuting.
Advocates for court packing seek to bring more members onto the Supreme
Court. Yet given the premise that members of the Supreme Court are biased,
it follows that advocates of court packing actually seek to bring biased
members onto the Supreme Court in order to get rid of bias. This is done in
order to bring more politicians who share the same one-sided political view
onto the Supreme Court. In other words, advocates who want to bring more
members onto the Supreme Court actually seek political power and
domination over those who disagree with them. Hence, Court Packing leads
to a divided America.
Furthermore, Court Packing leads to a logical regress. Suppose that since
Biden is president, he decides to pack the Supreme Court by adding more
Democrats. A future Republican president could also pack the court to get
more members who think like him or her. Both future Democrat and
Republican presidents would find themselves packing the Court in order to
have an America that focuses upon a single narrative. Again, we see that
Court Packing changes the Supreme Court into a tool used for political power
that divides the American people rather than an institution that helps unite.
Now, some advocates of court packing claim that Women’s rights are at stake
if we do not pack the court. But that’s just flat-out false. Let’s look at what
accomplished woman and Supreme Court Justice, Justice Ruth Bader
Ginsburg, co-founder of the Women’s Rights Project, had to say about
Packing the Court: “Nine seems to be a good number. It's been that way for a
long time….I think it was a bad idea when President Franklin Roosevelt tried

to pack the court.” She then adds, “If anything would make the court look
partisan, it would be that — one side saying, ‘When we're in power, we're
going to enlarge the number of judges, so we would have more people who
would vote the way we want them to.’” Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg had
enough common sense to see that court packing does not lead to an
America that helps women. Rather, it divides our America.
We can also see that advocates of Court Packing are actually trying to
weaken the voices of accomplished women in our America. Notice how farleft Democrats weren’t concerned about court packing until Justice Amy
Coney Barrett came on the scene. It was fitting that an accomplished woman
like Justice Barrett fills the place of an accomplished woman like Justice
Ginsburg. These Far-left Court Packing advocates are therefore both
hypocritical extremists; hypocritical because they say they stand for women’s
equality, yet their actions show otherwise. They are extremists because they
are so far left that they make other left-leaning figures like Senator Manchin
or President Biden look like conservatives.
It’s ironic to hear advocates of court packing claim that their position is
meant to help women when accomplished and noteworthy women like
Barrett and Ginsburg disagree with them. All Americans—Republicans and
Democrats, men and women—can see past the empty rhetoric offered by
Court Packing advocates. The American people seek healing, not division. For
that reason, men and women of our American are smart enough to know
that Court Packing is illogical, divisive, and anti-women.
*Author’s Note
On the Function of the Supreme Court:
https://www.supremecourt.gov/about/about.aspx#:~:text=As%20the%20final%20
arbiter%20of,and%20interpreter%20of%20the%20Constitution.
Justice Ruth Bader Ginsburg’s views regarding Court Packing:

https://www.npr.org/2019/07/24/744633713/justice-ginsburg-i-am-very-muchalive

CHAUVIN HAS BEEN CONVICTED BUT THE WORK IS NOT DONE
4/26/2021
Former police officer Derek Chauvin’s conviction for George Floyd’s murder is only
the tip of the iceberg in a much longer fight for racial justice.
By Victoria Vidales
Editor-in-Chief
Following months of agony George Floyd’s loved ones received some justice
for the loss of him in the conviction of the man responsible for his death:
Derek Chauvin. The former police officer knelt on George Floyd’s neck for 9
minutes and 29 seconds in front of horrified bystanders. In a cell phone
video played around the world George Floyd called out for his mother, and
pleaded for mercy speaking the words “I can’t breath.” After his death this
past spring, protests against police brutality and in support of racial justice
broke out both nation and world wide. His final words “I can’t breath”
became an anthem used by activists to call for change, justice and reform.
Although Chauvin’s conviction is the just outcome, there is a much longer
fight for racial justice that must be continued.
On March 8th the American people watched the State of Minnesota v. Derek
Michael Chauvin trial begin where Chauvin faced charges for the murder of
George Floyd. Chauvin was charged with three counts: second-degree
unintentional murder, third-degree murder, and second-degree
manslaughter. Witness after witness and expert after expert took the stand,
most testifying that Chauvin’s direct actions caused the death of George
Floyd. The jury watched as the video documenting George Floyd’s final
moments alive was played. Following a deliberation, on April 20th Chauvin
was convicted of all three presented counts.

After Chauvin’s verdict was read immediate emotions spread throughout the
nation. George Floyd’s family received some justice for their loved one’s
murder, and tributes by his fellow countrymen and women poured out
everywhere. President Joe Biden and Vice President Kamala Harris addressed
the American people that evening expressing their support for racial justice
and calling for change within this nation.
On April 21st U.S Attorney General Merrick Garland announced that the
Justice Department would be conducting an investigation into the
Minneapolis Police Department ‘s practices including the use of excessive
force. On April 26th AG Garland announced an investigation into Louisville
Police Department’s use of excessive force in law enforcement. The LMPD is
the same department that investigated the death of Breonna Taylor; no
charges were filed in relation to her death. These investigations are the first
step by the Justice Department, under the leadership of AG Garland, to
investigate police brutality, a positive sign for change.
Although Chauvin’s conviction is a victory for accountability it is not the end
of the movement for justice. George Floyd is only one of so many people of
color that have been unjustly killed at the hands of some form of law
enforcement. Breonna Taylor was asleep in her bed, Adam Toledo was a
child who dropped a gun, Elijah McClain was walking home; the list of
unarmed Black and Brown people killed by law enforcement goes on and on.
Change must begin and that change begins with us.
As young people ourselves we will be the people of tomorrow, the people
who will make the laws that govern our country that shape the world we wish
to live in. If we want to prevent someone else from facing the same fate that
George Floyd did then we must advocate for change. We must vote in every
election, run for public offices, pay attention to the facts, and remain
informed on the world. It is essential that we encourage dialogue amongst
those that disagree and that we are united in this movement for change.

People are always stronger when they are united together and I hope that
people have been awakened to the need for changes to be made in order to
preserve the safety of all.

TWO STUDENTS DEBATE: ACTING ON CLIMATE CHANGE
4/26/2021
Opinion Columnists Brent Dondalski and Katelyn McCarthy debate whether the
US government should combat Climate Change. Dondalski argues for government
action, McCarthy argues against it.
Pro: The Consequences of Doing Nothing
Climate change will destroy our planet unless the U.S. government leads an effort
to mitigate greenhouse gas emissions.
By: Brent Dondalski
Opinion Columnist
The consensus is and has been here: climate change is happening. Data
from NASA shows that over ninety-seven percent of climate scientists agree;
the climate is warming due to human activity. Despite the rapid amount of
climate change misinformation, it is essential to our survival that we take
radical and decisive action against climate change in the form of government
policy. If we refuse, we are consciously handing future generations a death
sentence.
Above all else, it is important that we understand the facts of this crisis. One
might argue that throughout Earth’s history the climate has always changed.
This is true, however, these changes are attributed to small variations in
Earth’s orbit around the sun over thousands of years (NASA). What we are
seeing now are unprecedented changes happening over a very short amount
of time. NASA explains that “there is no question that increased levels of

greenhouse gases must cause Earth to warm in response.” The five hottest
years recorded are 2020, 2016, 2019, 2015, and 2017 (NASA, Climate Central).
Since 1880, Earth’s temperature has increased by a little more than 1°C, with
two-thirds of that warming occurring since 1975 (NASA). Current climate
models predict that if we continue to emit as many or more greenhouse
gases, the Earth’s temperature could increase up to 4°C by 2100 (University
Corporation for Atmospheric Research), and if we halved our carbon
admissions from 2010-2030 by 45% we could limit warming increases to
under 2°C (Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change). For context, the
last time Earth saw a temperature change of 4°C was the most recent ice age
from over a millennia ago (GreenFacts).
There’s no doubt that climate change poses a catastrophic threat to the
planet and human civilization. Unfortunately, governments have failed to
enact environmental policies that would slow the rate of climate change.
Dating back to the Reagan administration, the US government has
consistently rejected evidence of climate change and its potentially
disastrous effects, largely due to pressure from the fossil fuel industry (New
York Times). Reagan especially was so extremely opposed to environmental
protections that it alarmed even his own party members (New York Times).
Studies show that “the generation of climate misinformation persists, with
arguments against climate science increasing relative to policy arguments in
publications by conservative organizations” (Environmental Research
Letters). The crisis and its supporting science have been relentlessly
politicized and mischaracterized largely in order to benefit fossil fuel
lobbyists and their associated politicians.
Understanding climate science misinformation is essential to understanding
climate change as a sociopolitical issue. Because politicians and the oil
industry have sowed distrust in the severity of climate change, policies and
potential solutions to the crisis should be primarily guided by scientific

research. Though it’s a complex issue, a scientific lens could help filter out
misinformation and political narratives and be the best guide to solving the
crisis. Unfortunately, scientific research overwhelmingly shows that we
aren’t doing enough as of now.
There are a few policies or policy approaches that could be helpful in saving
our future. To start, cars and auto transit contribute a lot of carbon
emissions. Our society and infrastructure are designed so that cars are the
primary mode of transportation. It’s difficult to imagine a world where
driving is not the most convenient mode of transportation, but we can
rethink this framework. We can invest in infrastructure programs that make
cities more walkable and bikeable, potentially replacing short car trips that
account for so much driving. We can invest, expand, and encourage public
transportation so it’s convenient for people across the nation.
Furthermore, investing in solar and wind energy is an effective way to
mitigate climate change. Solar energy, if implemented on a widespread level
in the US, could power eighty percent of residential water heating and
cooling needs as well as serve as an alternative to fossil-fueled electricity,
which accounts for more than a third of US greenhouse gas emissions (Solar
Energy Industries Association). The current model for powering the US.
simply is not sustainable, so solar energy could play a significant role in
mitigating climate change.
On top of these specific policies, the US government needs to pass legislation
that will enact a broad overhaul of our current industries involved in
greenhouse gas emissions. One bill that embodies this approach is the
controversial Green New Deal. While some of its goals may sound somewhat
far-fetched at first glance, its approach is necessary. The New York Times
explains that the Green New Deal seeks to “transition one-hundred percent
of our electricity generation to renewable sources; build a national, energy-

efficient, ‘smart’ grid; upgrade every residential and industrial building for
state-of-the-art energy efficiency, comfort and safety; and transition the
manufacturing, agriculture, and transportation industries away from coal, oil,
and gas.” The ultimate goal is to transform our economy away from fossil
fuels by 2030 and ensure that everyone has clean air and water in ways that
prioritize justice and equity.
This sounds overwhelming and to a certain extent, it is. But overwhelming is
what we need. This type of broad overhaul of our energy systems would
create millions of jobs and tremendously help the environment. These extra
jobs will provide many Americans with economic stability and ultimately
grow the economy. One might ask about the cost of such government
programs, arguing that it is too costly. Admittedly these programs and
mitigation efforts would be expensive, however, the cost of allowing climate
change to run its course would be far more devastating. The mass floods,
wildfires, and weather events would destroy billions of dollars of property.
Plus, the mass death that climate change would cause is incalculable.
Though it’s a daunting issue, humanity really has no choice at this point. We
must act. The science is quite clear on the severity of climate change as well
as the human activity causing it. We are called to act in accordance with
science and facts. While some people are generally against increasing
government regulation, stopping climate change requires it. Government
regulation is not inherently a good or bad thing; it’s a neutral tool that can be
used for any purpose. There’s really no better reason for government
intervention than a massive crisis like climate change.
Sources
https://climate.nasa.gov/scientific-consensus/
https://www.climatecentral.org/gallery/graphics/top-10-warmest-years-on-record
https://earthobservatory.nasa.gov/world-of-change/global-temperatures

https://scied.ucar.edu/learning-zone/climate-change-impacts/predictions-futureglobal-climate
https://www.nytimes.com/interactive/2018/08/01/magazine/climate-changelosing-earth.html
https://www.greenfacts.org/en/impacts-global-warming/l-2/index.htm
https://iopscience.iop.org/article/10.1088/1748-9326/11/4/048002
https://www.washingtonpost.com/news/opinions/wp/2019/01/02/feature/opinion
-here-are-11-climate-change-policies-to-fight-for-in-2019/#11
https://www.seia.org/initiatives/climate-change
https://www.npr.org/2020/09/16/913693655/what-are-the-costs-of-climatechange

Con: Investing in Infrastructure
A Reasonable Response to Climate Alarmism
By Katelyn McCarthy
Opinion Columnist
I shall not attempt to dispute the theory that the climate is changing due to
manmade causes. It is unwise to attempt to hold an opinion on something
which is beyond one’s scope, and the sheer amount of scientific journals
produced on the subject is one which I have barely breached. Running with
the assumption, however, that the climate is indeed changing due to
manmade causes, I can suggest that the best course of action is not
governmental regulation.
Common-sense environmental regulations, like those which prevent
corporations from pouring waste chemicals into waterways, are perfectly

warranted. Regulations that attempt to alter the global climate, however, are
herculean efforts based too much on speculation to be reliable.
It should be remembered by this generation, which is inundated with
fearmongering doomsayings as to the state of its planet, that the
expectations as to how the climate shall exist in the future are based entirely
on computer models—that is, algorithms and programs which, by means of
the variables input into them, attempt to determine global temperatures, sea
levels, and the like. Could these models be correct? Surely, they could. Could
they, instead, be wrong? Indeed, they could. After all, they are but
predictions. There’s nothing hard and true about them.
In 1989, for example, the director of the New York branch of the UN
Environment Program stated that “entire nations could be wiped off the face
of the Earth by rising sea levels if the global warming trend is not reversed by
the year 2000” (Associated Press). Needless to say, we are twenty years past
the turn of the century, and nothing of the sort has occurred.
A quick dive into the predictions that have been made regarding climate
change quickly indicates that in every few years for the past forty an
individual or group will come forth with a statement that the earth shall
freeze over (or heat up, or drown--they really cannot make up their minds)
within ten years of the proclamation’s issuing. One might argue that these
statements are on the extremities and that more reasonable statements as
to, for example, the correlation between CO2 emissions and an increase in
the global median temperature, are more accurate. Fair enough. But to
demand intense governmental regulations (no more plane trips or
hamburgers, folks!) is a frantic, albeit ill-effective, response.
Natural disasters will occur regardless of whether or not the climate is
changing. A protective solution, unlike little-tested fixes based on speculative

climate change models, that is proven to diminish the damage such disasters
cause is the furtherance of infrastructure. We know how to build bridges,
buildings, and dams that can withstand catastrophes. Those parts of the
world that lack these technologies are those which are least prepared for
disasters, climate change-caused or otherwise. The most effective solution,
therefore, would be to assist those parts of the world in developing and
implementing such technologies.
It is objected that misinformation about climate change is spread by
corporations who profit from exploiting natural resources. Perhaps, when
the corporate wokification process is complete in a few years, this shall no
longer be an issue. Until then, however, this objection is entirely sensible. To
argue, though, that corporations cannot be trusted but politicians can is to
take a wrong turn.
“What’s in it for a politician?” one might ask. “After all, it’s not like they’re out
there destroying the planet for monetary gain.” True. But politicians do have
something to gain from climate change. Global warming is a global issue that
requires a global solution. And a global solution means centralized power.
And power is a politician’s best friend.
Government regulation generally hurts the little people and benefits the
powerful. If a program like the Green New Deal were to be put in place, one
can bet one’s lucky stars that one will be required to follow the regulations or
be fined but that politicians and the powerful will not. After all, those
politicians and celebrities who most decry climate change are also those with
expensive houses on presumably sinking beaches and who take CO2emitting plane voyages far more often than does the average individual.
Ultimately, the best efforts to focus on are those which are most proven to
be efficacious. Human innovation and infrastructure are those solutions, and

government regulation ultimately will do nothing but hurt the little people.
Perhaps climate change is in the same boat as flying cars: always coming, but
never here when it’s supposed to be. Infrastructure, however, is the best
protector against anything the earth has to throw at us, and we can build it
as quickly as we need it.
Sources:
https://apnews.com/bd45c372caf118ec99964ea547880cd0

CULTURE
DIVERSITY ON THE BIG SCREEN, BUT NOWHERE BEHIND THE
SCENES
4/26/2021
Hollywood’s lack of diversity within executive, leadership positions in dominating
media and production companies.
By Isabelle Delostrinos
Culture Columnist
The public has been holding the entertainment industry accountable for
diversity and inclusivity within the last decade. The fight to bring more people
of color on the big screen has resulted in some of the best films and top
grossing movies. Black Panther was the best selling movie of 2018. The film
featured a predominantly Black cast and crew, and even a Black director
from our very own city of Oakland. Its storyline about a Black superhero and
technologically advanced country that was powerful and was loved by many.
History was made with Black Panther and raises the standards for the rest of
the industry to tell inclusive stories in cinema.
Disney and Marvel have continued to expand their movie casts and crews
with people of color. Spider-Man: Into the Spiderverse was based on the life of
Miles Morales, a Black teenager in New York adjusting to his new life with
spidey powers. Universal Studios distributed Jordan Peele’s Us, which featured
a Black family escaping their frightening doubles. This is one of the few
horror movies to feature a Black writer and director along with a Black family
as the main characters. Stories created by people of color have broken the
stereotypical roles minority groups are automatically placed in. The progress

that the industry has made is important, and it shows through the successes
of these movies.
Amidst the 2020 protests, many companies came forward to publicly state
their solidarity with the BLM movement. They joined the movement to Black
out Instagram by posting a solid black square and also tweeted statements
to demonstrate their alliance. Disney stated “We stand against racism. We
stand for inclusion. We stand with our fellow black employees, storytellers,
creators and the entire black community. We must unite and speak out.” In a
world with the internet and rapid information sharing, the public holds these
companies accountable for their responses to current events. These actions
reassure consumers that they are supporting people who share the same
beliefs as them. But how much longer will Twitter statements be the
acceptable action from these companies?
Despite the growing library of movies with a diverse cast and inclusive
storyline, on screen representation isn’t the only thing the public is looking
for. More people are bringing attention to the lack of diversity in higher level
executive positions within the dominating entertainment companies. To
stand with people of color means to also provide these groups with equal
opportunity to be at these positions. Having people of color as high level
decision makers and executives would help overturn the saturated industry.
Allowing these fresh minds and different perspectives into these high power
groups would be a breakthrough for the entertainment industry. The
minority voice would be heard and power the change that entertainment
needs.
Projects like Black Panther, Into the Spiderverse and Crazy Rich Asians have
been well received by the public. Works by people of color are consistently
successful and larger companies should recognize the talent these groups
have to offer. Putting people of color in these power positions will only
advance the company and appeal to a wider, diverse audience. We cannot

deny the progress our generation has made with representation, but should
keep pushing the issue to be diverse in all aspects of the industry.
Statements of solidarity act only as reassurance, and cannot be the solution
for so long. When these large, dominant companies include people of color
into their executive positions, other industries would be influenced to do the
same.

EVANESCENCE ALBUM REVIEW
4/26/2021
The new Evanescence album, “The Bitter Truth,” was released March 2021 and
continues to rock the music scene. The lead singer, Amy Lee, tells her truth and
owns her voice with Evanescence's brand new album. Amy Lee rises from the
Pandemic with an amazing creation with the reminder that music heals.
By Maia Pagan
Culture Columnist
The rock band Evanescence is back and better than ever. The band came out
with a new album in late March titled “The Bitter Truth,” which came as a big
shock to many fans because they had not released any new music since their
2017 album titled “Synthesis.” The album “Synthesis” strayed away from their
classic rocker sound with a more dramatic and artsy sound and brighter
album cover. In contrast, the new album, “The Bitter Truth” brought them
back to the gritty and angsty sound many fans cherish. The album cover fits
the dark and cold tones used in past album covers.
Evanescence became famous after their 2003 release of “Bring Me to Life” on
their album “Fallen.” Many people were captivated by Amy Lee's powerful
vocals backed with heavy guitar and drums. I was a little apprehensive about
listening to Evanescence's new album because I prefer their classic rock
sound. I have enormous respect for bands changing their music style, but I
was pleasantly surprised by their new album. The new album is only fortyseven minutes long, with twelve songs.
The song “Use My Voice” starts off slow with piano then quickly speeds up to
the headbanging sound of guitar and drums. The music reflects the world
through the eyes of a woman. In a world meant to shut her down, she
refuses and always uses her voice. The combination of the powerful lyrics,

Lee's voice, and the guitar and drums will be an anthem for women
everywhere who chose never to forget their voice.
The band Evanescence, specifically the lead singer, Amy Lee, has always been
my favorite because it is challenging to be a woman in the Rock genre, a
genre dominated by men and loaded with constant sexism. Evanescence
produces good music while fighting through barriers while redeeming
freedom of success in the unforgiving music industry. This is not an easy
task, but with this new album, Evanescence exceeds my expectations.
Every song on this album is a powerful rock ballad that showcases the best
parts of Evanescence sound. One of my favorite songs from the album called
“Take Cover” immediately starts strong with the classic rock sound of loud
vocals and loud music to back it. This song gives you the classic headbanging
vibes while simultaneously wanting to scream along. The song “The Game is
Over” continues with Evanescence's focus on finding yourself in a world that
doesn't let people be their authentic selves. The lyrics “change me into
something I believe in, change me,
so I don't have to pretend” play into the idea that we live in a society that is
often fake, and people have to change to fit the mold.
Evanescence has always pushed that message to believe in yourself,
regardless of the resistance. The last song, titled “Blind Belief,” begins with a
quiet creepy horror movie piano sound and then quickly cuts into silence to
switch back to loud screaming vocals.
Evanescence's new album has wowed me with their brand new music while
holding the memories of their 2003 album. They are providing new
memorable songs with edgy lyrics. Evanescence's new album titled “The
Bitter Truth” is the band back in full swing, and I can't wait to see what they
produce in the future.

SPORTS
NFL DRAFT PREVIEW FOR THIS THURSDAY
4/27/2021
Sports Reporter breaks down the most sought after recruits for this year's NFL
Draft.
By Mark Molz
Sports Reporter
Everyone knows Trevor Lawrence is going to be the first overall pick in this
year's NFL draft. He is a generational type talent that will hopefully have a
transcending career at the next level.
The real excitement in this year’s draft will come in the picks that follow. With
the possibility of five quarterbacks going in the top ten, this year is one of the
more quarterback heavy classes in recent memory. The Jets, Forty-Niners,
and Falcons hold picks two, three, and four and they all very well could take a
quarterback with their respected picks.
With the trading of Sam Darnold to the Panthers, the Jets have now made it
known they will be taking a quarterback with their 2nd overall pick, but the
question still remains as to which quarterback they will be taking. There are
four quarterbacks they will be able to choose from; Zach Wilson (BYU), Trey
Lance (North Dakota State), Justin Fields (Ohio State), and Mac Jones
(Alabama).
Justin Fields was the previous frontrunner to go second overall to the Jets,
but as each quarterback has completed their pro day and pre draft workouts,
Zach Wilson has now become the more viable option at this point in time.

Wilson finished his 2020 campaign with 3,692 yards, 33 touchdowns, and 3
interceptions. He took the college football world by storm and propelled
himself up draft boards during the college football season and has the
opportunity to be the highest drafted BYU player in the history of the
program. But, although everything is leaning towards Zach Wilson, it is
ultimately the Jets decision and anything can happen when it is their turn on
the clock.
Meanwhile, it is up in the air with who the Forty-Niners are going to select
with the third overall pick. What if the Jets decide not to take Zach Wilson?
Will the Niners jump on him? Is Mac Jones better short-term or long-term?
Will Justin Fields be the face of the franchise?
There are many questions to be asked and few answers for the average
viewer, like many of us are. While the Niners still hold on to Jimmy
Garoppolo, who led them to a super bowl just two seasons ago, it seems they
are ready to draft a quarterback for their future. With Jimmy G constantly
injured and missing games, I am sure Niners coach Kyle Shanahan is tired of
choosing between Nick Mullens and C.J. Beathard every week.
The Niners have the opportunity to shake up the whole draft depending on
who they select. Many analysts believe it will be Mac Jones, who led the
Alabama Crimson Tide to a National Championship in his lone year as a
starter. But, there are concerns with Mac Jones and his ability to perform at
the next level considering he had played a year of college football as a
starting quarterback.
Others think it should be Justin Fields, whose dual-threat running and
throwing game could be dominant in the NFL if put in the right system. But,
conversation about Trey Lance being the Niners selection has also surfaced
in analysts conversations which would make the following picks extremely
interesting.

After the Niners you have the Falcons, who are struggling to stay afloat with
Matt Ryan under center. With one of the best receiving duos in the league, in
Julio Jones and Calvin Ridley, the Falcons are also searching for a quarterback
who can win and get Jones and Ridley the ball. With the fourth pick, it will be
interesting to see who will still be available. All four quarterbacks have a
chance to fall fourth to Falcons and if they don’t trade out their spot in the
draft they will be looking to jump on the best available at that time. If I were
to make an assumption, I would say the Falcons end up going with Trey
Lance out of North Dakota State. He has the ability to throw the deep ball
and hit his targets down the field, which is what the Falcons need.
On top of all the quarterbacks in this year's draft, the first half of the draft
will be filled with offensive skill players that surely can dominate at the next
level. Ja’Marr Chase (LSU), Jaylen Waddle (Alabama), Kyle Pitts (Florida), and
Heisman winner DeVonta Smith (Alabama) will all be on the board and there
is a strong chance they will all be gone by the tenth pick.
This class is packed with so much talent some analysts have DeVonta Smith who is the first wide receiver to win the Heisman since Desmond Howard did
it 1991- going last out of all those players. Ja’Marr Chase even sat last year's
season out due to COVID-19 and has the opportunity to go in the top five.
This draft class has the opportunity to be one of the best of all time. This
year's NFL draft will be one of the more exciting ones we have seen in a
while. There will be trades, shocking picks, talent at every position, future NFL
MVPs, and a lot of money to be made by these players. This is not one you
will want to miss.

Click on the links below to check out some of the latest Mock Drafts.
https://www.nfl.com/news/peter-schrager-2021-nfl-mock-draft-1-0-pats-trade-upfor-justin-fields-cardinals

https://www.nfl.com/news/peter-schrager-2021-nfl-mock-draft-1-0-pats-trade-upfor-justin-fields-cardinals
https://www.cbssports.com/nfl/draft/news/three-round-2021-nfl-mock-draftpatriots-trade-with-cowboys-to-select-qb-as-dallas-goes-heavy-on-defense/
https://www.cbssports.com/nfl/draft/news/consensus-2021-nfl-mock-draft-hereswhere-the-majority-of-mocks-see-justin-fields-trey-lance-and-more-going/
https://walterfootball.com/draft2021.php
https://www.nfl.com/news/2021-nfl-mock-draft-with-a-twist-what-every-teamshould-do
https://www.sportingnews.com/us/ncaa-football/news/heisman-trophy-widereceivers-devonta-smith/niwnbxma6dzn1amkkwtexmznv
https://www.espn.com/college-football/player/_/id/4361259/zach-wilson
https://www.pro-football-reference.com/schools/byu/drafted.htm

